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From: mrsc @ herspace.com

To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/29/032:48PM

Subject: | oppose media concentration!

Chairman Michael K. Powell:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

| am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In promoting its
supposed goals of fair competition, diversity and local voice in today's
media market, | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of the huge, dominant
companies and players in the broadcast industry.

I do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects that
media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity of our
media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than ever before,
Ihe spectrum of views presented has been severely limited.

The right to conduct an informed debate and discussion of current events
is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was renewed in the marketplace of diverse ideas. If the
FCC allows our media outlets to merge and consolidate further, our ability
to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints
will be compromised.

| urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, I support the FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this matter in
Richmond, VA in February of 2003. | strongly encourage the Commission to
hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and solicit the widest

possible participation from the public. The rarified, lawyerly atmosphere

of an FCC rulemaking is not an appropriate decision-making venue when
questions as profound as the freedom of OUr media are at stake. |

encourage the Commissioners to come out and meet some of the people who do
not have a financial interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is important that the Commission take the time to review these issues more
thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in the
process.
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Thank you,

Taleisha L. Collins

7979 Glenview Drive
Indianapolis. IN, 46236
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From: adminQdedanaan.com

To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/29/03 2:48PM

Subject: | oppose media concentration!

Chairman Michael K. Powell:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

ol the Telecommunications Act ot 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, {rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

I am writing to you today to comment on Docket No.02-277, the Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In promoting its
supposed goals of lair competition, diversity and local voice in today's
media market, |strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of the huge, dominant
companies and players in the broadcast industry.

I do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects that
media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity of our
media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than ever before,
the spectrum of views presented has been severely limited.

The right to conduct an informed debate and discussion of current events
is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was renewed in the marketplace of diverse ideas. If the
FCC allows our media outlets to merge and consolidate further, our ability
to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints
will be compromised.

I urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, | support the FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this matter in
Richmond, VA in February of 2003. | strongly encourage the Commission to
hold similar hearings in all parts df the country and solicit the widest

possible participation from the public, and to give adequate time to all

parties to submit written commentary, as well. The rarified, lawyerly
atmosphere of an FCC rulemaking is not an appropriate decision-making
venue when questions as profound as the freedom of our media are at stake.

I encourage the Commissioners to come out and meet some of the people who
do not have a financial interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is important that the Commission take the time to review these issues more
thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in the
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process

I would also suggest an independent investigation of the disparity in

rules and regulations, fees, royalties, and user demographics reporting
requirements covering over-the-air radio broadcasters as compared with
those recently imposed on webradio broadcasters. The current regulations
and fee structures in place for webradio broadcasters are prohibitively
expensive for those that do NOT charge for or profit from their radio
stations (when added to ASCAP and other organizations' requirements, a
typical webcaster can expect to pay in excess of $2,000.00just in fees
and permits). Why are webcasters being required to pay a per song royalty
fee to artists when over-the-air broadcasters (who are typically paid by
record labels to play their music) have no such requirement? |suggest a
serious, in-depth investigation is called for, and | urge you to see to it

that webcasters are not unfairly regulated out of existence. You can read
more of my views on this specific issue at http://www.3dvrweb.com/article
entitled "Why Music Sucks Today" (pardon the title).

Thank you,

Pamela McDermott
707 Michigan Ave.
Ontonagon. Ml 49953
adrninQdedanaan.com

707 Michigan Ave.
Ontonagon, Ml, 49953
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From: emily @ loopylulu.com

To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/29/03 2:48PM

Subject: | oppose media concentration!

Chairman Michael K. Powell:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996.

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking.

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

I am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the Biennial
Review of the FCCs broadcast media ownership rules. In promoting its
supposed goals of fair competition, diversity and local voice in today's
media market, | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of the huge, dominant
companies and players in the broadcast industry.

| do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects that
media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity of our
media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than ever before,
the spectrum of views presented has been severely limited.

The right to conduct an informed debate and discussion of current events
is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was renewed in the marketplace of diverse ideas. |If the
FCC allows our media outlets to merge and consolidate further, our ability
to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints
will De compromised.

I urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, | supportthe FCCs plan to hold a public hearing on this matter in
Richmond, VA in February of 2003. | strongly encourage the Commission to
hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and solicit the widest

possible participation from the public. The rarified, lawyerly atmosphere

of an FCC rulemaking is not an appropriate decision-making venue when
questions as profound as the freedom of our media are at stake. |

encourage the Commissioners to come out and meet some of the people who do
not have a financial interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is important that the Commission take the time to review these issues more
thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in the
process.
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Thank you,

Emily Leffler

702 Chaney Dr. #304
Takoma Park, MD, 20912
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From: tomas Qaccessliving.org

To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/29/03 2:48PM

Subject: | oppose media concentration!

Chairman Michael K. Powell:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington. DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

I am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the

Biennial Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. Init's
goals to promote competition, diversity and localism in today's media
market, | strongly believe that the FCC should strengthen all of the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules should serve
the

public interest by limiting the market power of already huge
companies in the broadcast industry. This media concentration hurts our
democratic processes and supports a corporate and economic agenda that
leads to increasing concentrations of wealth and power.

| do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC miss the point
completely concerning the negative affects media deregulation and
consolidation

have had on media diversity and the broad coverage of important issues.
While there may indeed be more sources

of media than ever before, the spectrum of views presented have
become much more limited and the selection f issues covered left to
corporate elites.

The right to carry on informed debate and discussion of current

events is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our

forefathers believed that democracy was best served by a diverse
marketplace of ideas. As the FCC has allowed our media outlets to merge,
our ability to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety

of viewpoints has been compromised.

The public interest will best be served by preserving media ownership
rules in question in this proceeding.

In addition, | supportthe FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on

this matter in Richmond, VA in February 2003. [ strongly encourage
the Commission to hold similar hearings in all parts of the country
(including Chicago)

and solicit the widest possible participation from the public. The
rarified, lawyerly atmosphere of an FCC rulemaking is not an
appropriate decision-making venue in a democracy when questions as
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profound as the

freedom of our media are at stake. | encourage the Commissioners to

come out and meet some of the people who do not have a financial
interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our
democracy, it is important that the Commission take the time to

review these issues more thoroughly and allow the American people to
have a meaningful say in the process.

Thank you,

With the deepest concern,
Tom Wilson

3950 N. Lakeshore Dr. #1501
Chicago, IL, 60613
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From: mrsc @herspace.com

To: Michael Copps

Date: 1/29/03 2:48PM

Subject: | oppose media concentration!

Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking.

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

| am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In promoting its
supposed goals of fair competition. diversity and local voice in today's
media market, | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all ot the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of the huge, dominant
companies and players in the broadcast industry.

| do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects that
media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity of our
media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than ever before,
the spectrum of views presented has been severely limited.

The right to conduct an informed debate and discussion of current events
is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was renewed in the marketplace of diverse ideas. Ifthe
FCC allows our media outlets to merge and consolidate further, our ability
to have an open, informeddiscussion from a wide variety of viewpoints
will be compromised.

I urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, | supportthe FCC'splan to hold a public hearing on this matter in
Richmond, VA in February ot 2003. | strongly encourage the Commission to
hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and solicit the widest

possible participation from the public. The rarified, lawyerly atmosphere

of an FCC rulemaking is not an appropriate decision-making venue when
questions as profound as the freedom of our media are at Stake. |

encourage the Commissioners to come out and meet some of the people who do
not have a financial interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is important that the Commission take the time to review these issues more
thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in the
process.
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Thank you,

Taleisha L. Collins

7979 Glenview Drive
Indianapolis. IN, 46236
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From: admin Odedanaan.com

To: Michael Copps

Date: 1/29/03 2:4BPM

Subject: | oppose media concentration!

Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

I am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In promoting its
supposed goals of fair competition, diversity and local voice in today's
media market, | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of the huge, dominant
companies and players in the broadcast industry.

I do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects that
media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity of our
media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than ever before,
the spectrum of views presented has been severely limited.

The right to conduct an informed debate and discussion of current events
is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was renewed in the marketplace of diverse ideas. Ifthe
FCC allows our media outlets to merge and consolidate further, our ability
to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints
will be compromised.

I urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, | support the FCC's planto hold a public hearing on this matter in
Richmond, VA in February of 2003. | strongly encourage the Commission to
hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and solicit the widest

possible participation from the public, and to give adequate time to all

parties to submit written commentary, as well. The rarified, lawyerly
atmosphere of an FCC rulemaking is not an appropriate decision-making
venue when guestions as profound as the freedom of our media are at stake.

I encourage the Commissioners to come out and meet some of the people who
do not have a financial interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is important that the Commission take the time to review these issues more
thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in the
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process

I would also suggest an independent investigation of the disparity in

rules and regulations, fees, royalties, and user demographics reporting
requirements covering over-the-air radio broadcasters as compared with
those recently imposed on webradio broadcasters. The current regulations
and fee structures in place for webradio broadcasters are prohibitively
expensive for those that do NOT charge for or profit from their radio
stations (when added to ASCAP and other organizations' requirements, a
typical webcaster can expect to pay in excess of $2,000.00just in fees
and permits). Why are webcasters being required to pay a per song royalty
fee to artists when over-the-air broadcasters (who are typically paid by
record labels to play their music) have no such requirement? lsuggest a
serious, in-depth investigation is called for, and | urge you to see to it

that webcasters are not unfairly regulated out of existence. You can read
more of my views on this specific issue at http://www.3dvrweb.com/ article
entitled "Why Music Sucks Today" (pardonthe title).

Thank you.

Pamela McDermott
707 Michigan Ave.
Ontonagon, Ml 49953
admin@dedanaan.com

707 Michigan Ave.
Ontonagon. MI, 49953
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From: UCantBeatOurMeat@aol.com
To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/20/03 1:07AM

Subject: (no subject)

Michael K. Powell
Chairman

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Mr. Powell,
I don't think it is right how your agency doesn't make this change public and have the american

people vote to have the media be controlled by a few Government agency's. | feel that having this done
will affect our country. We already have a restrictions on the media and what can be broadcasted. The
media already makes people look stupid and your agency is going restrict certain stuff. 1could be wrong
about this whole thing but you need to give the american people more information on what you are doing
to the country the government can't go behind people's backs and decide something because they have a
great deal of power. That is unfairwe elected these people and you are going to decide something without
the american people involved. Please get back to me on this. Thank you.

Yours Trully,
Kevin Polzer

Palmdale. CA
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From: Slsawyer322 Qaol.com
To: Mike Powell

Date: 1120103 2:21AM
Subject: (no subject)

Susan L. Sawyer
190 Brazil St., #2086
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360

January 19,2003

Michael K. Powell

Chairman
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

445 12th Street, SW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Powell:

| am writing to tell you of my strong opposition to the proposed changes by your agency to the current
Media Ownership Rules.

Further concentration of media ownership does not serve our democratic society based upon democratic
principles. but instead undermines it. FollowingWorld War I, our government placed restrictions upon
news media outlet ownership because of how totalitarian regimes used controlled media concentrated in
the hands of a few corporations and government agencies to control their people and move the world
towards war. The proposed changes to the current Media Ownership Rules completely undermines this
principle that so many Americans have fought to defend from our country's birth to the present.

Furthermore, the series of reports released by the FCC about the current media marketplace are focused
almost entirely on the economic impact of relaxing the ownership rules. They ignore the public's interest in
a diverse and independent press. You have also scheduled only one public hearing regarding this issue.
The FCC has barely publicized the proposed changes, and combined with a very short public comment
period | can only surmise that you hope to sneak these changes past the American people. | certainly
didn't find out about them as a result of anything that was done by your agency.

It is devastating to watch as our once-great nation of the people, for the people and by the people
crumbles into ruins and ashes. Now a selfish few decide the future for the many. We are no longer a
democracy, but instead are fast spiraling down into a facist government run by the corporate greedy. You,
in your present thinking, are contributing lo the demise of this country, democracy, and the people of this
country. You should be ashamed that an agency under your leadership is not using what is in the best
interests ot the American public as it's guiding principle, but instead is thinking of what is most profitable
for a few huge corporations who only care about the bottom line, not about what is good for democracy

and the American people.
Sincerely yours,
Susan Sawyer

Susan Sawyer
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From: PreshusAngel450aol.com
To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/20/03 7:36PM

Subject: (no subject)

Dear Mr. Powell:

I am writing lo tell you of my opposition to the proposed changes by your agency to the current Media
Ownership Rules.

Further concentration of media ownership does not serve our democratic society based upon democratic
principles, but instead undermines it. Following World War 11, our government placed restrictions upon
news media outlet ownership because of how totalitarian regimes used controlled media concentrated in
the hands of a few corporations and government agencies to control their people and move the world
towards war. The proposed changes to the current Media Ownership Rules completely undermines this
principle that so many Americans have fought io defend Irom our country's birth to the present.

Funhermore, the series of reports released by the FCC about the current media marketplace are focused
almost entirely on the economic impact of relaxing the ownership rules. They ignore the public's interest
in a diverse and independent press. You have also scheduled only one public hearing regarding this
issue. The FCC has barely publicized the proposed changes, and combined with a very short public
comment period I can only surmise that you hope to sneak these changes past the American people. |
certainly didn't lind out about them as a result of anything that was done by your agency.

You should be ashamed that an agency under your leadership is not using what is in the best interests of
the American public as it's guiding principle, but instead is thinking of what is most profitable for a few
huge corporations who only care about the bottom line, not about what is good for democracy.

Sincerely yours,

Andrea Mandel
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From: DarkStarB506 @ aol.com
To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/21/03 6:02PM
Subject: (no subject)

Michael K. Powell

Chairman

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. SW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Powell:

I am writing to tell you of my opposition to the proposed changes by your agency to the current Media
Ownership Rules.

Further concentration & media ownership does not serve our democratic society based upon democratic
principles, but instead undermines it. Following World War I, our government placed restrictions upon
news media outlet ownership because of how totalitarian regimes used controlled media concentrated in
the hands of a few corporations and government agencies to control their people and move the world
towards war. The proposed changes to the current Media Ownership Rules completely undermines this
principle that so many Americans have fought to defend from our country's birth to the present.

Furthermore, the series of reports released by the FCC about the current media marketplace are focused
almost entirely on the economic impact of relaxing the ownership rules. They ignore the public's interest
in a diverse and independent press. You have also scheduled only one public hearing regarding this
issue. The FCC has barely publicized the proposed changes, and combined with a very short public
comment period | can only surmise that you hope to sneak these changes past the American people. |
certainly didn't find out about them as a result of anything that was done by your agency.

You should be ashamed that an agency under your leadership is not using what is in the best interests of
the American public as it's guiding principle, but instead is thinking of what is most profitable for a few
huge corporations who only care about the bottom line, not about what is good for democracy.

Sincerely yours,

andrew baldonado

8346 w rose In
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From: Takewarning1224@aol.com
To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/22/0310:35PM

Subject: (no subject)

Dear Mr. Powell:

I am writing lo tell you of my oppositionto the proposed changes by your agency to the current Media
Ownership Rules.

Further concentration of media ownership does not serve our democratic society based upon democratic
principles, but instead undermines it. Following World War Il, our government placed restrictions upon
news media outlet ownership because of how totalitarian regimes used controlled media concentrated in
the hands of a few corporations and government agencies to control their people and move the world
towards war. The proposed changes to the current Media Ownership Rules completely undermines this
principle that so many Americans have fought lo defend from our country's birth lo the present.

Furthermore, the series of reports released by the FCC about the current media marketplace are focused
almost entirely on the economic impact of relaxing the ownership rules. They ignore the public's interest
in a diverse and independent press. You have also scheduled only one public hearing regarding this
issue. The FCC has barely publicized the proposed changes, and combined with a very short public
comment period! can only surmise that you hope to sneak these changes past the American people. |
certainly didn't find out about them as a result of anything that was done by your agency.

You should be ashamed Ihat an agency under your leadership is not using what is in the best interests of
the American public as it's guiding principle, but instead is thinking of what is most prolitable for a few
huge corporations who only care about the bottom line, not about what is good for democracy.

Sincerely yours,

Kristen Lomasson
13 Johnston St
Oakhurst, NJ 07755
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From: LifeAintPeachy@aol.com
To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/28/03 10:23PM
Subject: (no subject)

Dear Mr. Powell:

I am writing to tell you of my opposition to the proposed changes by your agency to the current Media
Ownership Rules.

Further concentration of media ownership does not serve our democratic society based upon democratic
principles, but instead undermines it. Following World War 11, our government placed restrictions upon
news media outlet ownership because of how totalitarian regimes used controlled media concentrated in
the hands of a few corporations and government agencies to control their people and move the world
towards war. The proposed changes to the current Media Ownership Rules completely undermines this
principle that so many Americans have fought to defend Irom our country's birth to the present.

Furthermore, the series of reports released by the FCC about the current media marketplace are focused
almost entirely on the economic impact of relaxing the ownership rules. They ignore the public's interest
in a diverse and independent press. You have also scheduled only one public hearing regarding this
issue, The FCC has barely publicized the proposed changes, and combined with a very short public
comment period | can only surmise that you hope to sneak these changes past the American people. |
certainly didn't find out about them as a result of anything that was done by your agency.

You should be ashamed that an agency under your leadership is not using what is in the best interests of
the American public as it's guiding principle, but instead is thinking of what is most profitable for a few
huge corporations who only care about the bottom line, not about what is good for democracy.

Sincerely yours,

Brett McDaniel
22 Westover Drive
Rome. GA 30165
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From: EcR21591 Qaol.com
To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/30/03 12:52AM
Subject: (no subject)

Dear Mr. Powell:

I am writing to tell you of my opposition to the proposed changes by your agency to the current Media
Ownership Rules.

Further concentration of media ownership does not serve our democratic society based upon democratic
principles, but instead undermines it. Following World War Il, our government placed restrictions upon
news media outlet ownership because of how totalitarian regimes used controlled media concentrated in
the hands of a few corporations and government agencies to control their people and move the world
towards war. The proposed changes to the current Media Ownership Rules completely undermines this
principle that so many Americans have fought to defend from our country's birth to the present.

Furthermore, the series ot reports released by the FCC about the current media marketplace are focused
almost entirely on the economic impact of relaxing the ownership rules. They ignore the public's interest
in a diverse and independent press. You have also scheduled only one public hearing regarding this
issue. The FCC has barely publicized the proposed changes, and combined with a very short public
comment period ! can only surmise that you hope to sneak these changes past the American people. |
certainly didn't find out about them as a result of anything that was done by your agency.

You should be ashamed that an agency under your leadership is not using what is in the best interests of
the American public as it's guiding principle, but instead is thinking of what is mast profitable for a few
huge corporations who only care about the bottom line, not about what is good tor democracy.

Sincerely yours,

Evan Rose
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From: Alex Robinson
To: Mike Powell
Date: 1/19/034:06FPM
Subject: <No Subject>

Dear Mr. Powell:

| am writing to tell you of my opposition to the proposed changes by your agency to the current Media
Ownership Rules.

Further concentralion of media ownership does not serve our democratic society based upon democratic
principles, but instead undermines it. Following World War il, our government placed restrictions upon
news media outlet ownership because of how totalitarian regimes used controlled media concentrated in
the hands of a few corporations and government agencies to control their people and move the world
towards war. The proposed changes to the current Media Ownership Rules completely undermines this
principle that so many Americans have fought to defend from our country's birth to the present.

Furthermore, the series of reports released by the FCC about the current media marketplace are focused
almost entirely on the economic impact of relaxing the ownership rules. They ignore the public's interest
in a diverse and independent press. You have also scheduled only one public hearing regarding this
issue. The FCC has barely publicized the proposed changes, and combined with a very short public
comment period | can only surmise that you hope to sneak these changes past the American people. |
certainly didn't find out about them as a result of anything that was done by your agency.

You should be ashamed that an agency under your leadership is not using what is in the best interests of
the American public as it's guiding principle, but instead is thinking of what is most profitable for a few
huge corporations who only care about the bottom line, not about what is good for democracy.

Sincerely yours,

Alex Robinson
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From: mike Sullivan
To: Mike Powell
Date: 1/20/03 7:17PM
Subject: <No Subject>

Dear Mr. Powell:

I am writing to tell you of my opposition to the proposed changes by your
agency to the current Media Ownership Rules.

Further concentration of media ownership does not serve our democratic
society based upon democratic principles, but instead undermines it.
Following World War I, our government placed restrictions upon news media
outlet ownership because of how totalitarian regimes used controlled media
concentrated in the hands of a few corporations and government agencies to
control their people and move the world towards war. The proposed changes
to the current Media Ownership Rules completely undermines this principle
that so many Americans have fought to defend from our countrys birth lo the

present.

Furthermore, the series of reports released by the FCC about the current
media marketplace are focused almost entirely on the economic impact of
relaxing the ownership rules. They ignore the public's interest in a

diverse and independent press. You have also scheduled only one public
hearing regarding this issue. The FCC has barely publicized the proposed
changes, and combined with a very short public comment period | can only
surmise that you hope |0 sneak these changes past the American people. |
certainly didnt find out about them as a result of anylhing that was done

by your agency.

You should be ashamed that an agency under your leadership is not using what
is inthe best interests of the American public as its guiding principle,

but instead IS thinking of what is most profitable for a few huge

corporations who only care about the bottom line, not about what is good for

democracy.

Sincerely yours,
Mike Sullivan

4225, Beaucroft Ct.
Waestlake Village, CA. 91361



Sharon Jenkins. <No Subject> Page 2 |

MSN 8 with e-mail virus protection service: 2 months FREE'
http://join.msn.ccm/?page=features/virus



Sharon Jenkins - <No Subject> Page 1 L

From: Bubblicows1313@aol.com
To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/20/03 7:21PM

Subject: <No Subject>

Michael K. Powell
Chairman

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. SW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Powell:

| am writing to tell you of my opposition to the proposed changes by your agency lo the current Media
Ownership Rules.

Further concentration of media ownership does not serve our democratic society based upon democratic
principles, but instead undermines it. Following World War II, our government placed restrictions upon
news media outlet ownership because of how totalitarian regimes used controlled media concentrated in
the hands of a few corporations and government agencies to control their people and move the world
towards war. The proposed changes to the current Media Ownership Rules completely undermines this
principle that so many Americans have fought lo defend from our countrys birth to the present.

Furthermore, the series of reports released by the FCC about the current media marketplace are focused
almost entirely on the economic impact of relaxing the ownership rules. They ignore the public's interest
in a diverse and independent press. You have also scheduled only one public hearing regarding this
issue. The FCC has barely publicized the proposed changes, and combined with a very short public
comment period | can only surmise that you hope to sneak these changes past the American people. |
certainly didnt find out about them as a result of anything that was done by your agency.

You should be ashamed that an agency under your leadership is not using what is in the best interests of
the American public as its guiding principle, but instead is thinking of what is most profitable for a few huge
corporations who only care about the bottom line, not about what is good for democracy.

Sincerely yours,

Alyssa Walketr
25739 Vista Verde Drive

Calabasas. Ca, USA 91302



